
I. EXEC2YI’IVE SUMMAI~y;

a. Proiect Title and Annlieant Name:

Title." Laguna Creek Seasonal Wetland Construction Project.
~ City of Sacramento Neighborhoods, Planning and

Development Services Department - Office of Environmental
Affairs.

b. Protect Deserlntten and Primary_ Btolo~eal/Eeolm, i_’cal Obiectives:
The Laguna Creek Seasonal Wetland Project is a wetland mitigation project for the City
of Sacramento, designed such that it also t~sults in the expansion of existing wetlands on
property owned by the Sacramento Regional Sanitation District (termed "Fishbead
Lake"). The project site is located immediately west of Franklin 8oulevard in South
Sa~amento within the RegionM Sanitation District’s "Buffer Lands" (Figure 1). When
consi~ucted, the 19.6 acre wetland p~roject will be linked hydraulically to "Fishhead Lake"
utilizing a gravity feed channel. This ¢hannel will facilitate the movement of water from
~ishhead Lake to the proposed wetlands when a certain water elevation is achieved at the
¯ ~ke. Water flowing through the City’s wetlands will travel through three wetland "cells"
"~onstrocted as part of the project. Water flowing through the wetlands will eventually
~scharge into Laguna Creek.

~ project will serve as importmlt mitigation for the continued loes of wetlands du¢ to
~u*ban development in the South Sacramento area. The pro.~act vail effectively provide
e.-benefits associated with seasonal wetlan.ds for the many species which r*ly on this type of

habitat - grant garter snake, northern pmtmls, mallards, Canada goose, ~colored
blackbird, and Swainson’s Hawk. See Table 1 for a complete list of species in the Frojcct
area. The wetlands will also provide additional benefits which include the natural
filtration of water prior to entering Laguna Creek, the natural co-evolution of species and
habitat, food production, and impacted ecosystem restoration. Because the intent of the
wcfland’s construction is to allow for the nato~al evolutionary process to unfold in
perpetuity, this project will attain its objectives for years to come.

e. Annroaeh/TasksiSeh edule:
The City of Sacramento (City) has spent 2+ years modeling, surveying, and analyzing
options for tlds site. Feasibility, Design, and Pre-Coastruction tasks have been
completed. Studies have been completed by biologists, hydrologists, and engineers,
resulting in the plans presented in this proposal.

The City has solicited bids from qualified ¢on~actors and has received five bids toMate.
The project will be ready for constiaiction following the receipt of the necessary permits
and identification ofa fimding som’ce. It is the de~ire of the City to begin construction of
the proposed project in September of 1997.
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Monitoring is scheduled to he conducted bi-annually (in xpr~g and summer) for tl~ee
years following conslructlon of the proposed project. Monitoring Reports will follow the
monitoring in the Fall of each year.

d. Justification for Prelect and Fundin~ for CALFED:
Ttxis habitat type (Seasons~ Wetlands) has been diminishing rapidly due to urbanization in
the Sacramento area. The project sits has been studied extensively and has been chosen
due to its uulque location that w~]l alinw for a link with existing wetlands (immediately
south) and its proximity to Lagana Creek (immediately north). The project will have a
b-trong pasifive impact upon natural aspects which CALFED deems priorities: both high
risk specias and habitats, as weI[ as overall ecosystem I~enefits. Furthermore, this project
"~ill assist in the restoration of the Bay-Dalta system.

e. Budget Casts and Third Party Im_naet~:
Overall project costs are es~mated to be $297,001.23. Th~S includes the const~’~ction of
the wetlands ($210,000.00), biological roanitoring during consWaction ($13,750.00),
monitoring and reporting on the wetlands after consU’uction ($46~218.70), and project
management du~ing consw.~ctinn and thr~ years of monitoring/reporting ($27,032.53).

This project will have no adverse impacts on third parties be~ase it is being constructed
on Regional Sanitation lands, in an area designated as ButTer Lands. There currently is an
agreement ber~wen the City and Regional Sanitation to use the property for wetland
purposes.

The City maintains a lis~ of quniified consultants capable of coustructing and monitoring
w~.~tiand habitat. D~e to ~ competitive bid process, costs f~r: labor, equipment~ and
other supplies will be kept to a ~em. The City of Sacramento and the Office of
Environmental Affairs have not previously received greaats or canWacts.

g. Monitoring and Data Evaluation:
The City will milize a qualified biulogicni consultant to raoultor the wetlands hi-annually
and d~velop repots annually for three years. The data will be evaluated by the City, U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) and U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USF&WS).

h. Local SunDort](~oordinatlon with other Prom~amsJComnatlbilit’v with CALI~ED

This project ~eceives s~’ong support ~om area residents and Agencies. Public notification
and outreach wiiJ come as part of the CEQA process. Because of its isolation from other
city projects, it will only need to be coordinated with the operation of the Fishhead Lake
wetland operated by Regional Sanitation. In addition, this project is suppoxted at the
Federal level through a 404 Permit Condition for~ the U.S. Army Corps of Engiueers
(Corps).
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a. Title of Proieet:

Laguna Creek Seasonal Wetland Construction Project.

City of Sacramento Neighborhood, Planning and Development Services
Departmem - Of~ee of Environmental Affairs
Principle Investigator: Joe Broadhead, Associate Planner
Phone: (916) 264-7622
FAX: (916) 264-7185
City of Sacnananto
1231 I St~et, Suite 300
Sa~-amento, CA. 95814

�~ Tyge of Or~anizatlon and Tax Status:
Municipality

d. Tax Identiflcatloa Number:
State: 800-3849-0
Federal: 94-6000410

�, Teehnteal and ICinanclal Contact Person:

Joe Broadhead Ruth Gregory
1231 1 Steer, Suite 300 1231 I Street, Suite 300
Sacramento, CA. 95814 Sacramento, CA. 95814
(916) 264-7622, FAX: (916) 26~-7185 (916) 264-5078, FAX: 264-8329

f. Parti=inants/Collaborators in lmplemeatatlon:
City of Sacramento (Applicant): Joe Bruadhend (916) 264-7622
Army Corps of En~eers: Kathy No~a (916) 557-5260
Regional Sanitation: Roger Jones (916) 875-9175

g, Monitorin_~ and Date Evaluation:
The City will utilize e qualified biuiogical con~uitant to monitor the wetlands bi-armual]y
amt develop reports a~nually for three years. The data will be evaluated by the City,
Amty Corps of Engineers (Corps) and U.S, Fish end Wildlife Service (USF&WS).

Construction Project.
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hibemacula areas proposed on the pro]ec~ si~. Lastly, ~ hy~aulie linking of the two
systems (District’s wetlands and the project area) will effectively n~sult in one functioning
wetland system.

The intent of the wetland consmactiun is to allow for a natural evointionm7 process to
unfold in perpetuity. This natural process will ¢rea~ and maintain a senshiv~ habitat type
(seasonal wetlands) which has been elin~nated due to urbanization. Additiunally, this
project will restore pieces to the wetland system which have be~n otherwise severed by
human developments. The added benefits include: additional fillratlnn of water thamby
improving water qualily in Laguna Creek, additional support to increa~ wetland habitat
acreage, contribution to flood relief, and added habitat for migratory bh’xis and wildlife.

This project will benefit many name, ally occurring priority species in this a~a. Some of
these include the giant garter snake, northern pintalls and mallards, Canada goose,
tricolored blackbird, and Swainson’s Hawk. For a complete list of species from the
see Table 1. Other possible beneficia! impaats by improving wildlife habilat and
ecosystem health inclod¢ the consideration of systmns viabili~ and eroatinn of "scurfs"
for plants and animals. Since much of Lnguea Creek has been surrounded by
developmem, there is th~ possibility that some ar¢~ may become "sLnks" for some types
of wildlife. It is important to insure that such r~stored areas are able to maintain ~
intqgrity. The crcatinn of this wetland and its connection to the ovemtl system will
improve habitat and ecological functions while contribming to diversity within the Bay-
Delta system.

d. Baelc~r_ ound and Biologi_’eal/Tm:hni~:al .fustifieatian:
Existing naRu’al conditions in the Lagnna Creek area continue to deteriorate due to
urbanization. The intent of the proposal is to create an adequate topographical cross-
section that will allow for timely and adequate inundation of the 19.6 acres and cze.ato a
hydraulic link to existing water that will provide a reliable water source now and in the
future. In addition, snhall islands wilt exist dining full inundation which wifl era:outage
shore and migratory bird use. Lastly, hibernacula will be constructed above the high
water mark for the giant garter snake. The City has spent 2+ years analyzing altcruatives
and options for this site. Studies have bean compleled by bioba gists, hydmhigists, and
engineers resulting in the plans (attached) for this site.

The City has pur~icipated in a series of meetings with the P, cgional Sanitation Dis~ict, the
UF&WS, and the Corps between 1995-1997. The meetings discussed the
implemanmbility of this project, its various ecological benefits, and how to achieve them.
Additionally, there was a briefing held with the North Laguna Crock Neighborhood
Association, Board of Directors in the sprin~ of 1996 which served to educate the
surrounding neighbors and solicit their input.
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Below is a sunmm~ of the reports the City commissioned to-date addressing the
feasibility of the proposed project:

Fe~ibili~ A.~sessment: Lam.ma Creek Wetland.~ Remediatio~ December. 1993.
Soil Analwi~ and Percolation Rate~ on Prelect Site.

The report states that the soils on site have lihie variation from one end to
other. They am composed of vertisels, ~¢nich are clays with high shrink-swell
capacity. Durin8 the d~ par~ of the year, this type of soil will develop cracks due
to desiccation..However, once the rainy season begins, these cracks become filled
as the soil saturates and swells, and will support runoff after a short period of
time.

The report concluded that because of extensive drought in the early 1990’s, many
desiccation cracks formed in the project area which have yet to re-seal with
seasonal rains. As the project evolves through time, the crocks may seal giving
developed wetlands ~ potential for longer inundation. Longer innundation will
eventually provide wetland habitat year-round.

The Feasibility Assessment concludes that:
With some construction work (i.e. changing outlet elevations, grading,
berms, etc), the site will support high value seasonal wetlands.
Water augmentation will help in the establishment of these wetlands (from
Fishhead and/or Laguna Creek).

Sn?net & Associates Re_~ort. August. 1995 - On Site Alternatives.

The report stated that the plan which the City wants to implement will render all
19.6 acres functional as seasonal wetland. However, the ~ also s~ated that at
this time, the syst~n is very dependent upon human maintenance and mechanical
support, making the wotiands vulnerable to flow interruption. This dependence
will be lessened with the re-contouring of the site and hydrologic coun~ction to "
the Regional Sanitation wetlands at Fishhead Lake.

The design of the project has l~en completed by Sugnet and Associates, including draft
plans on 7/96 and detailed final coastruclion plans on 6/97.

Finally, pre construction has been completed, including eon~xact spacificatioas on 6/97
and receipt of five bids to-dat~ for consU’uction of the wetlunds.

Slm~marv of C¢~ntrant S_necifications:

a) Specifications: The work to be performed ~y the contractor will be done in
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accordance with City and State St~dard Specifications.
b) Review: The Cun~rac~or shall submit all drawings, information, and plans

regarding materials and equipmen[ to the City Engineer for approval or
modification.

c) Record l~awings: Con~’ac~or must keep a neat and accurate set of drawings (to
be kept currant weekly) of progress of the project.

d) Compliance with Contract: The Contractor must submit the properly
authenticated documents or other proof of compliance with requiremems of the
City Engineer.

e) Construction Activity Time Schedule: The Contractor must submit plans, to be
reviewed by the City Engineer, of an activity time sebedule revealing the
chronological sequence for all aspects of work and tbe calendar dates on wbieh
they are to be completed. This schedule shall be updated at a minimum of every
30 days or upon r~quest of the City F.,nginecr.

f) Permits: The Contnctor shall comply with all permits issued by regnlatery
ag~mci~ in connection with all work under contract.

g) Wa~r Quality Conrad: The Contractor will be responsible for dust control,
erosion, sediment, & pollution control, and housekeeping practices du,’ing the
consWaction of this project.

e. Pronosed Senne of Work;
As indicated above, the City of Sacramento has comploted the feasibility and design
phases of the proposed project. The feasibility of the project was explored in the
"Feasibility Assessment" (12/93) and "Sugnet & Associates" (8/95) dacumrats as well as
a series of meetings which took place between the City, USF&WS, and the Corps.
Furthermore, in the spring of 1996, the City held a project bri¢ frog for the No~ch Laguna
Creek Neighborhood Association.

The Design was completed in two steps: the Dear Plans were submiRrd in July of 1996,
and the final derailed constraction plans were approved in tbe beginning of June, 1997
(Se~ Figu~s 2 throngh 5). They were completed by Sugnet and Associates.

Pre-Constraction was completed with the creation of Contract Specifications at th~ end of
June 1997. Finally, the City h,~ begun working to obtain the neecssacy permits for the
project. Following the receipts of the necessary permits the project will be ready for
funding and construction. The ConU’act specifies the phasing of construction as stated on
Page 5 of this application.

~ the project is completed, the Contractor is obligated to complete "as-built" drawings
to the City of Sacramento and Environmental Consultant for their portion of thei~ work
prior to equipment being rernov~d from the site. The wetlands are to be moultorcd bi-
annually (spring and summer) for throe years, andmonitoring reports are to be prepared
in each fall following the monitoring. These reports will follow the performance of the
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wetlands project.

~ Monitorln~ aad Data Evaluation:
There will be two phases of monitoring for this project o during and aider constzuedon.
During construction monitoring will last for four months, while post-conetruction
monitoring will last for three years. Because of the specifics of tins project, there will be
no �oordination or integration of monitoring/data evaluation with other programs.
However, this project will extensively use peer reviews in the monitoring and data
gathering process. A yet to be determined ¢onlractor will do the monitoring, while the
City, Corps, USF&WS, and the Department of Fish and Game will follow and review the

The City is cerrantly working on obtaining the necessary pennis for this project. The
City Ires submi~ed an appfication for a Reclamation Board Pecm~t, and is currently
negotiating a grading permit from the County. The City is also currently working with
the Depa~nent of Fish and Game on both a 1601 permit (S1~eambed Alteration) and a
Biological Opinion. Additionally, the city is currendy working with th~ Regional Water
Quality Con(~o! Board on a water quality permit. The City has also incorporated NPDES
requirements into the plan sp~cificatinns. The Corps is currently negotiating a Section 7
Permit with the USF&WS for ~e City.

TI~ only coordination the City’s wetlands will require with other projects will be with the
DisUict’s wetlands. 2the hydsaulic link between the tw~ wetlands will need to be
maintained. The coo~lination of this link is being taken care of with a Memorandum of
Understanding (MOU) between the City and District.

Because the property on which the wetlands will be consU~ted is a buffer zone for the
District, there is no concern of any hazardous materials being present, or urban
development proposed to hinder ~ project. Additionally, the site is outside of any
prima~y cultural impact area.

9
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IV. COSTS AND SCHEDULE TO IMPLEMENT PROPOSED PROJECT:

The Need for CALFED Financinv:
The City is requesting financial assistance fi’om CALFED to implement the proposed
wetland construction project due to the revenue shortfalls experieneed for projects in this
area. The City does currently oversees a fund for proposed projects in the Laguaa Creek
are& Taken together, the total costs of these proposed projects far exceeds the amount of
money available in the fired. While the City was able to fund dnsign, altemati’vcs for
wetland consWactior~ permit processing and the cbmpetitive bidding process, the City is
not in a financial position to fund tbe wetland cons~action project together with the other
proposed projects for the Laguna Crock area.

Ju.~fi f]earion of Dollar Amolmts:
The City is the ideal candidate to design, implement, end monitor a project such as this
becanse of past experiences. Utilizing its active list of Contractors/Comultents, the City
~.,AI1 r~ceive and evaluate bids for the construction and monitoring. As noted elsewhere in
this proposal, the City has received five bids to-date for the wetland construction project.
Contractors will be evaluated by comparing bid price, ability to complete the project, and

Contrac~r compliance with MBE/WBE regulations to obtain the ideal cost-benefit ratio.
In addition, contractors/consnitants will be evaluated using criteria outlined in
Attachment D oftbe CALFED Grant Proposal. The cost estimate identified for the
biological consultant was estimated using past experience on similar projects (see Section
V of the proposal). The City assures that the contracts for the tasks for the biological
eunsultant, when entered into, will not exceed the estimates provided in the cost table

Project oversight by the City will provide years of valuable expertise In its
implementation. As can be seen fi’om Table 2, the City will realize the highest
productivity and return on the CALFED grant money by utilizing the services of both a
Junior Planner and experienced Associate Planner~ to oversee the project. The Junior
Planner will do a majority of the legwork, while the Associate Planners will be in charge
of project coordination and oversight.

It will be possible for CALFED to provide incremental funding for this project in two
phases. The first phase will require funding for construction, biological monitoring
during eonst~’uction, and project management during construction. The second phase will
be for post construction biological monitoring and reporting. Since the monitoring and
reporting will occur each year for thee years, the funding can potentially be provided by
CALFED each year when contracts arc signed.

10
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The City currently funds yearly maintenance of the wetland ras~)r~ion project esst of
Franklin Boulevard and v~ll expand tl~s maintenan~ to the proj~t site west of Frat~lin
Boulev~xd. Additionally, there are no funding parmershlp needs and/or commitments for
this project.

The proposed dates on which this project will progress are as follows:
1. Construction of Wetlanda: September to Mid-October, 1997.
2. Biological Monitoring: During Com’tm~un through December.
3. Monitoring of Wetlands: Spring and Summer 1998, 1999, 2000.
4. Development of Project Relmrts: Fall 1998, 1999, 2000.
5. Project Management: September through D~cember, 1997, Fall 1998,

1999, 2000 (end ongoing as needed).

The wetlands are being constructed on the District’s Buffer Lands whinh have been set
~ide by the District. The Buffer Lands are intended to buffer the operations of the
Regional Sanitation Plant from surrounding ¢ommunilies. As such, no development is
planned for this property. The City currently has a Memorandum of Understanding with
the District and County to us~ the project site for w~tland purposes. No adverse tkird
party impacts from the eomtruction of the City’s wetlaeds arc expectS.

11
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As of this ".~riting, a specific contractor or biological consultant Ima not be~n sel~d.
However, the City has received five qualified bids to-date fi~r the construction work. The
City also maintains a City Council approved short-list of qualified biological consultant$
capable of conducting the in-field oversight and moultering/repotting the success of the
constructed wetlands. As noted in the table above, the costs for construction and
monitoring reporting is an estimate; however, the City assures CALFED that the project
will be implemented for no more than the estimates identified above.

This project presents no conflicts of interest. This is because of the unique placement of
this prroject - on Regional Sanitation Buffer Lands. The Buffer Lands property is
managed by Regional Sanitation as land that serves as a buffer for the on-going Regional
Sanitation operations and the surrounding.commuulties. Since the project proposed by
the City fits within the current land use practices of Regional Sanitation, this proj,,mt will
cause no negative impacts. Furthermore, the City, County and Regional Sanitation
District currentiy have a MOU that allows for use of the site for wetland purl~oses.

Biasl~teh of Joe Broadhead, Assueiate Planner
Mr. Broadhced has worked in the City’s Office of Enviromnental Affairs for the past 7
years. Mr. Broadhead has project managed over a dozen Enviromemal Impact Reports
and comatless negative declarations ofvmions types of projects. Mr. Broadhe, ed has also
overseen the monitoring and maintenance work for the North Leguna Creek Wetland
Restoration project (east of Franklin Bouleverd) for the pust four years. Roles and
responsibilities for the Wetland Restoration project have included: contracting with
qualified biological consultants to monitor the success of these wetlands,
reviewing/commenting on draf~ repotts submitted by biological, hydrological and
engineering consultants, and meeting with Agency staffto discuss the results of the
technical reports. Mr. Broadhead has also bean responsible for project managing the
developmem of the plans included in this application (project site west of Franklin
Boulevard).

Mr. Broadhead has worked extensivaly with the North Lagana Creek Neighborhood
Association over the past four years to establish an information kiosk and an interpretive
signage program along the perimeter of the North Laguna Creek Wetl~d Restoration
area (eust of Franldin Boulevard). One of Mr. Broadhead’s primary goals in working
with the community is to have the community take ownership of the existing wetland area
east of Frauldin Boulevard and the proposed wetland area west of Franklin Boulevard.

Biesk~teh of i}avid Mohlenbrok, Associate Planner
Mr. Mohlanbrok has worked in the City’s Office of Environmental Affairs for the past 6
years. Mr. Mohlanbrok has project managed over a half dozen Environmental knpact
Reports and numerous negative declarations, coveting a wide variety of projects. Mr.
Mohlenbrok has also overseen the monitoring and.maintenance of several anvironmental.
mitigation projects, specifically the H-Street Bridge Valley Elderberry Longhorn Beetle
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C4ELB) Pl~ting project, and the Calvine Interchange Vernal Pool Restoration project.
As a Imrz ofthase projects, Mr. Mohlenbrok has worked with the United States Fish and
Wildlife Service, the United States Army Corps of Engineers, the Department ofFish and
Game, and the Environmental Protection Agency. Roles and responsibilities for these
projects have included: contracting with qualified biological consultants to monitor
progress of the restor~tlon efforts, reviewing and commenting on dear repotls prepared
by consultants, and meeting with agency staff representatives to discuss the results of
monitoring efforts.

Biosketeh of Paul Sherman, Planning Techuieian
Mr. Sherman is a recent grmluate of U.C. Davis in the Environmental Policy Analysis
and Planning Program. He ha~ been working with the City’s Office of Environmental
Affni~ over the past three months. Should funding be approved for the proposed wetland
construction project, Mr. Sherman will assist in project management operating trader the
divot supervision of Mr. Broadheud.

Refereucm for Similar Pre]e~s:
North Lagana Creek W’etland Restora~’on Project (east of Franklin Boulevard): Kathy
Norton, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers ((916) 557-5260); June DeWeese, U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service ((916) 979-2116); Sue Mohter, North Laguna Crr~k Neighborhood
Association ((916) 682-6241).

Northsidns Wetland Reatoratian Project: Kathy Norton, U.S. Army Corps of Enginecrs
((916) 557-5260); June DeWeesc, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Se~’vice ((916) 979-2116).
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The terms and conditions are agreeable to and will be complied with by the City of
Sacramemo.

Artachmem D, Table D-l ~quires that cons~u~tion projects submit specific
documentation showing that the City has ragu~ions relating to the following: (I) No
Collusion, and (2) Non Discrimination. Exhibit I includes excerpm fi~rn the City Code
of Sacramento (Section 58.0 I. 105 and 58.03.302), consulmm agreements (Exhibit D,
Section 10), and Standard Specifications for Construction Contracts (Page 2-13, 6-1 and
~-2(c)) that relate to no collusion and nonMis¢ "nmination.
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Bird Speeies Observed in Vernal Pools at Laguna Creek.

Great Blue Heron Long-Billed Dowiteber
Great Egret Common Snipe
Snowy Egret Mourning Dove
Canadn Goose Burrowing Owl
Green-Winged Teal Say’s Phoebe
Mallard Western Kingbird
Northern Pintail Cliff Swallow
Cinnamon Teal Yellow-Billed Magpie
Not’them Shoveler Water Pipit
Gadwall Loggerhead Sh_dke
Common Merganser Yellow-Rumped Warbler
/~/orthem Harder Savannah Sparrow
Ring-Necked Pheasant White-Crowned Sparrow
California Quail Dark-Eyed Junco
Americaa Coot Red-Winged Blackbird
Killdear Trieolored B]aekbicd
Black-Necked Stilt Western Meadowlark
American Avocet Brewers Blackbird
Greater Yellowlegs American Gold_finch
Spotted Sandpiper

Bold denotes priority species listed int he CALFED

I --005468
1-005468



I --005469
1-005469





Proposed Plans Cord.
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PROJECT COSTS

Project Management

Cons~on ~i~* 120    $15.~ $32.33 $5,756.40

W~land

C~cdon

** Cune~t estimates
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NO COLLUSION AND NON DISCRIMINATION LANGUAGE
FOR THE

CITY OF SACRAMENTO

shall willfully mislead any bidder in
to the ©barterer of the public
~l~ for, or w~ ~t ~gly

by ~e ~ct, or ~ ~ ~ipt of
g~t~ ~o~t or differ ~d of

(O+d. ~o. 3i~. +1; ~. ~m
tl)
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6-I LAWS TO ~ OBSE~tVED

Contractor shell be familiar wl~h ell Federal, $ce~e, and l~el laws,
ordinances, redes and regulations which /n any manner affect those enp~ed or
employed in the work or the rn&~lel or equipment used In or u~on the site, or in
any way affect the conduct of the work. No pleas of mleund~rttandln$ of such
Jaws, ordinances, code~ or re~uletlon~ or of Ignorance of the tame, on the part of
Contrec~r shall, in any way, serve to modify the Provisloo~ of the Contract.

Contractor thai[ at eli ldme~ observe and con~piy with el| Federal, State, and

c. Labor Discrimination

In the Labor Code, Section 1735, end Chapter 1 of Part 7 or said Labor
Code:._                                                       ~
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